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International application No. 


INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION REPORT 


PCT/EP00/09466 


I. Basis of the report 


1 . This report has been drawn on the basis of {Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation 
under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originally filed" and are not annexed to the report since they do not contain amendments.): 


| | the international application as originally filed. 




|^| the description, 


paees 1~25 , as originally filed, 
pages , filed with the demand, 
pages , filed with the letter of 






rum** . filed with the letter of 




|^| the claims, 


Nos . 1 (in part), 2-8,9(in > as originally filed, 
part9, lO(inpart), 11 (in 
part), 12(in part) 

^ os , as amended under Article 1 9, 




Nos. , filed with the demand, 






Nos. Kin part), 9(in part), j filed with the letter of 
10(in part), 1 l(in part), 
12(in part) 

Nos. , filed with the letter of 


06 November 2001 (06.1 1.2001) . 


| | the drawings, 


sheets/fig , as originally filed, 
sheets/fig , filed with the demand, 
sheets/fig , filed with the letter of 






sheets/fie , filed with the letter of 




2. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 




I 1 the description, 


pages 




1 I the claims, 


Nos. 




1 1 the drawings, 


sheets/fig 




1 1 This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have been considered 
' — 1 to go beyond the disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 


4. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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IV. Lack of unity of invention 


1. In response to the invitation to restrict or pay additional fees the applicant has: 




I | restricted the claims. 




1 | paid additional fees. 




1 1 paid additional fees under protest. 




[ | neither restricted nor paid additional fees. 




FT7| This Authority found that the requirement of unity of invention is not complied with and chose, according to Rule 68. 1, 
2. I2SJ not to invite the applicant to restrict or pay additional fees. 


3. This Authority considers that me requirement of unity of invention in accordance with Rules 13.1, 13.2 and 13.3 is 


1 1 complied with. 




[>^1 not complied with for the following reasons: 




See the supplemental sheet. 




4. Consequently, the following parts of the international application were the subject of international preliminary examination 
in establishing this report: 


all parts. 




| | ^ p*rtc relating to claims Nos. 
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V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1 . Statement 

Novelty (N) 

Inventive step (IS) 
Industrial applicability (IA) 



Claims 
Claims 

Claims 
Claims 

Claims 
Claims 



1-12 



1-12 



1-12 



YES 
NO 
YES 
NO 

YES 
NO 



Citations and explanations 

SEE SEPARATE SHEET 
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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION REPORT 
Supplemental Box 

(To be us ed when the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient) 

Continuation of: BOXES I, IV and V 

1. . The present application concerns a three-step 

method (amination (a) , isocyanate production (b) 
and coupling (c) ) for preparing phenyl sulfonyl 
ureas from sulf ohalogenides , at least one of the 
steps (a) , (b) or (c) being carried out according 
to one of the preferred variants (al) , (bl) or 
(cl) , as well as the individual preferred steps of 
this method. 

The amendments to the claims concern only the 
deletion in variant (bl) of the alternatively 
defined implementation of the method with the 
admixture of an amine base . 

2. The following documents are mentioned: 

Dl: WO-A-92/13845 

D2: US-A-4 849 010 

D3 : US-A-2 852 557 

D4 : WO-A-96/06826 

D5 : EP-A-0 046 626 

D6 : US-A-4 238 621. 

3 . Novelty 

The claimed method, in which amination or coupling 
are carried out in a defined solvent mixture ( (al) , 
(cl) ) , has not been previously described: 

Dl, D2 and D6 describe only reactions in (aprotic) 
solvents such as tetrahydrof uran (Dl : amination), 
dichloromethane (D2 : amination and coupling) or 
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Supplemental Box 

(To be used when the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient) 

Continuation of: BOXES I, IV and V 

acetonitrile (D6 : coupling), while D3 describes the 
possibility to use a solvent mixture for amination, 
but not the specifically defined mixtures for the 
defined reaction. 

D5 and D6 already describe the preparation of 
isocyanates, as defined in point (bl) in the 
claims, but with the admixture of an amine base. 

D4 describes the production of isocyanates without 
the admixture of an amine base; however, these are 
isocyanates which do not bear a corresponding 
halogen for "X*". 

The subject matter of the claims should therefore 
be considered novel. 

4. Inventive step 

4.1 Step (al) 

Dl and D2 can be regarded as the closest prior art 
and use aprotic solvents instead of the mixture 
defined in the application. The prior art examples 
(see, in particular, Dl, Example 6, and also D2 , 
Example 6) show a considerably lower yield than the 
examples in the present application. The measure 
described in step (al) is not an obvious solution 
to the problem of devising a process with an 
increased yield. 

4.2 Step (bl) 

D5 and D6 already describe the preparation of 
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Continuation of: BOXES I, IV and V 

halogen-substituted phenylsulf onyl isocyanates by 
reacting corresponding phenylsulf onamides with 
phosgene. D6 expressly recommends the use of an 
amine base (see column 4, line 53), while D5 does 
not expressly recommend the use of an amine base 
but, according to the examples, cannot dispense 
with the use of an amine base. However, the present 
application surprisingly shows that an amine base 
can be dispensed with for effectively producing 
halogen-substituted phenylsulf onyl isocyanates 
(>90%) and thus offers a non-obvious solution to 
the problem of devising a simplified but effective 
method for producing the phenylsulf onyl isocyanates 
in question. 

Although D2 (column 33, lines 41-45) states that 
similar phenylsulf onyl isocyanates can be produced 
with or without an amine base, it does not dispense 
with an amine base in the examples. In this 
respect, D4 describes in the examples an effective 
method for producing phenylsulf onyl isocyanates 
without using an amine base, but not for producing 
halogen-substituted phenylsulf onyl isocyanates. D2 
and D4 thus do not give any indication that the use 
of an amine base, which is expressly recommended in 
the closest prior art (D6) , can be dispensed with 
in order to effectively prepare the phenylsulf onyl 
isocyanates defined in the application. 

4.3 Step (cl) 

According to Example 7a of the present application, 
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coupling can be carried out with extremely high 
effectiveness (>99%) , even without the admixture of 
an amine, by using the solvent mixture defined in 
step (cl) , while the use of pure xylol as solvent 
leads to considerably lower yields. 

Dl, D2 and D6 represent the prior art with regard 
to the coupling according to step (cl) ; those 
documents describe the use of aprotic solvents 
instead of a particular solvent mixture. Although 
the examples in those documents cannot be directly 
compared with the example in the present 
application, it must be noted, that the yields 
obtained in the prior art are considerably lower 
than the yields obtained according to the 
application (see D2 and D6) . In this respect, the 
use of the defined solvent mixture must be assumed 
to represent an improvement . This improvement was 
not obvious to a person skilled in the art. 

5. Unity of invention 

Documents WO- A- 92/13845 (Dl) and US-A-4 849 010 

(D2) already describe the preparation of 
phenyl sulfonyl ureas (I) , starting from 
sulf ohalogenides (II) and passing by sulf onylamides 

(III) and sulfonyl isocyanates (IV) (see Dl : page 7 
and the examples; D2 : Examples 6-8 and 13-15). 

In relation to this prior art, the present 
application defines in the partial steps (al) , (bl) 
and (cl) advantageous modifications of the known 
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transformations of II into III (al) , III into IV 
(bl) and IV into I (cl) . However, these partial 
steps (al) , (bl) and (cl) are not linked by a 
common technical context from which a general 
inventive concept could be derived to substantiate 
unity of invention. 
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